Compliance with the Code of Practice is encouraged in two ways. First, library and consortium customers are urged to include a clause in all relevant licence agreements specifying that vendors provide usage statistics that are COUNTER compliant. A standard form of words for this clause is provided in the Code of Practice. Second, to obtain 'COUN-TER-compliant' status for their usage reports vendors are required to sign a formal Declaration of COUNTER Compliance and to allow COUNTER to review those of their usage reports that they claim are compliant. These reports are then listed in the Register of Vendors on the COUNTER Website (http://www.
projectcounter.org/compliantvendors.html).
Only vendors and reports listed there may be regarded as being COUNTER compliant. Vendor usage reports have been monitored at five library test sites, which are providing useful feedback to individual vendors and to COUNTER; this is helping improve implementation. 
International Dateline from page 92
these books, long strips of yellow paper with words like "counter revolutionary literature" had been pasted cross-wise on the shelving to identify these were corrupting materials and to save them from destruction. In 1979 the scraps of the paper strips were still visible. Now, the strips are long gone with open stack libraries the rule and a very wide range of materials to read. Yet, there are still some sensitive topics for which no books are acquired, e.g., Taiwanese independence, Tibetan independence, etc.
For the second question, which overlaps with the first one, are there any limits even for a public library or a university, I think the answer is NO, but again I would suggest that the librarian managing the collection should be allowed to exercise flexibility in how this is done. A theological library of any bent should provide access to "opposing points of view" even if its only purpose is to give its users an understanding of what they are up against. This is still a problem in many parts of the world. Librarians are not always free to build balanced collections. An acquaintance of mine back in the 1960s went to a Communist bookstore in one country only to be called in to explain what he was doing when he returned to his home country and the security police noticed his face among the photographs taken of all customers leaving that bookstore. This sort of activity has no place in a free society.
As for the third question, I don't think there are any libraries which introduce the books in their collections from their online or card (any still left?) catalogs using subject headings like Thug Authors, Ignoramus Authors, and Terrorist Authors. Yet, putting non rare books in a locked case for reasons other than preservation or value does send the reader a signal that something is awry -especially if the book is controversial within the social/cultural milieu of that library. In America, during the Cultural Revolution period of China, readers were subject to a mild form of "poisonous weed" labeling. When we bought books from stores like China Books and Periodicals (founded by the son of China missionaries but who embraced the New China) each one had a stamp on the title page indicating something like "Published in Communist China, etc." Were I in America I think I could still find some of those books in the stacks to find the exact wording of what was stamped in the books but since this was not the practice in Hong Kong, I can't. In any event, the reader was reminded that these were politically suspect; that they were published in a country declared to be an enemy of the American people, and the reader was to be aware of the poisonous nature of the contents.
Hopefully most libraries will continue to be places where different points of view can be read and heard, where readers are allowed to read broadly and develop their own conclusions, and where calls for this or that point of view to be censored will be rejected. This should be the goal; unfortunately it is still not a universal reality.
Feedback
Since publication of this Code of Practice we have encouraged, and have received, feedback from a variety of sources (online discussion groups, seminars, etc.), which has proved very valuable. It is apparent that the debate on 'what counts?' in online book usage statistics is livening up, not only as more books are being sold online, using a range of technical and business models, but also as librarians seek meaningful measures of their usage and value. It is already becoming clear that the set of core usage reports contained in Release 1 may have to be expanded. For example, in many cases measuring the number of searches may be a misleading indicator of value and a new metric that indicates the relevance of the search results obtained would be an improvement. This and other suggested enhancements will be taken into account as we begin serious work on Release 2. The basics it seems are fairly simple: A very controversial actor on the world political stage comes to New York and is asked to take the ride up to Columbia University to speak. That Columbia would invite such a speaker should be no surprise. It may be an Ivy League university but it is anything but sleepy. It is in New York City, the capital of in-your-face and cutting-edge everything.
Comments should be sent to me at <pshep-
The reaction to the President's speaking at Columbia was, however, anything but simple. Here is but a smattering of the un-profane reactions:
• "At the same time President Ahmadinejad will be addressing the For me, the answer to the first question, should libraries acquire and provide access to recorded communications no matter how repugnant, is YES -but of course it depends upon the nature of the library. PUBLIC libraries should do so since they are charged with meeting the reading needs of all the people. Of course how this is done is open to discussion. With the Web, libraries can link to all sorts of discourses from their catalogs easily, or they can obtain encyclopedic treatments of a broad range of different points of view on a particular topic. In some countries here in Asia this course of action is not yet possible. Yet progress is being made. The memory of visiting one of the two largest public libraries in China during 1979 still sticks in my mind. During the Cultural Revolution virtually all but a few books were banned, particularly those published in non-Chinese languages and those published earlier because of the "poisonous weeds" they might contain. Yet, to protect
